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Canadian, National Railways

that if the railroad in which he is interestcd
is under C.N.R. contrai, close to $2,OOO,OOO
will be spent in the Atlantic district.

Mr. GAGNON: The minister cannot then
state any diefinite amount for the Chicoutimi
area in particular?

Mr. CHEVRIER: No, I cannot.

(Text):
Amendment agrcod to.

Section as amended agreed to.

Sections 3 and 4 agrocd to.

On section 5--Powcr to aid other companios.

Mr. MACDONNELI, (Muskoka-Ontarioj:
WVill the minister plem~e look at the first lino
of this section, which reads:

The national company may aid and assist, in
any manner, any othor or others of ,the said
comp aiiies-
And Sa on. I suggest that this is going quite
outside the limitations of section 2. thoughi
if that is so 1 am sure it is quite unintentional.
I think that should read, "in any manner not
neonsistent xith the terms of section 2",

because surely this is a broadening out.

Mr. MAYHEW: I arn told that this
rvording is exaetly the sanie as it lias been for

borne years.

Mr. MACDONNELL (Muskoka-Ontario):
Do we nover want to make any improvements?
This is for the purpose of improving it.

Mr. MAYHEW: The suggestion will be
broughit to the attention of tho minister.

Mr. MACDONNELI, (Muskoka-Ontario):
That does not affect my comment. I should
like ta ask the Minister of Transport in his
legal capacity if I arn not correct.

Mr. CHEVRIER: That is just the comment
I was making to my hon. friend. I would not
want, to be diseourteous ta tho hon, gentle-
man. but I was saying that the question is
',xlether it would be an improvement. In
matters such as these we have ta, take the
advice of the Departmont of Justice, which
has gone axer this bill and approved it. In
vicw of that tact I feel that the intorpretation
we hav e placed upon it is the correct one.

Mr. MACDONNELL (Muskoka-Ontario):
1 suppose it is always possible that even the
Departrnent of Just-ice may overloak some-
thing. I arn nat suggesting that it is a mighty
matter, but 1 arn confident that 1 am right,
and it seems ta me it rnight be worth while,
if it could be donc, ta lot this section stand
and reter the niatter to the Dcpartment of
Justice.

j'Mr. Chevrier.]

Mr. CHEVRIER: May I suggest ta the
1-on, gentleman that in view of the fact that
this bas been the wording over the years, the
Lon. gentleman allow it ta go through, and
I will make it my business ta, discuss the
question with the Department of Justice to
sec if, in the bill which will carne up next
y car. it may nat be passible ta meet the
wir.hes of the han, gentleman.

Mr. IRVINE: May I ask the minister what
",.aid" companies are these? I do nat soc any
eceept the national railways.

Mr. CHEVRIER: The suhsidiary companies
af the railway.

Section agrecd ta.

Sections 6 ta 8 inclusive agreed ta.

Title agrecd ta.

Bill reparted, read the third time and passed.

FISHERIES RESEARCH BOARD

PROVISION FOR SCIENTIFIC, TECIINICAL AND

OTIIER OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES

The house resumed tramn Friday, Junc 6,
consideration of thc motion ot Mr. Bridges
far the second reading of Bill No. 264, ta
amend the Fishieries Research Board Act.

Mr. THOMAS REID (New Westminster):
In rising ta speak on this bill ta amend the
Fisherios Research Board Act, lot mne at the
autset cammend the minister for introducing
this legislation and for the ameodments pro-
pased therein. I want ta take the oppor-
tunity now, which I did not bave last session,
ta disabuse the mind of the minister, if I
have ta, and the minds of hon. members with
regard ta my attitude toward research and
the fisheries research board. I want ta make
it pcrfectly clear that I arn anc af those who
belicvc in research; and if I offercd some
criticism last year I have no apology for
having donc sa, because I had anc abject in
view. As one wvhu lias been bore for cigliteen
years, and since the inception of the fisheries
research baard, I realized that some startling
statements had to be made, and that 1 or
somoone had ta make it strang if wo hoped
that any attention would ho paid ta the criti-
cisms affered. I had no animosity against the
pers~onnel of the baard; there was nothing
personal in the remarks I made last year. I
want ta make it clear that I amn in favour ot
research, and in favour of cxpending even
marc rnoney for that purpose. But I was not
in favour nor amn I of the way the mancys
were bcing expended under the direction ut
the fisheries research board. Therefare I arn


